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Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 March 2009 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) |EI Claim(s) 1-3,5-7,9, 16-26 and 33-36 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 3,7,18,22,23 and 26 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) EI Claim(s) 1.2.5.6.9.16.17.19-21.24.25 and 33-36 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 16, 17, 20, 21, 25 and 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ravenscroft et al. (6,007,558) in view of Suon et al. 
(6,342,062). Ravenscroft reference discloses the filter (10) substantially as claimed, 
including: an apical head (12) and filter legs, with each filter leg including a joined end 
section (at 12) and a free end section (opposite 12). Each filter leg also includes a 
support member (32) coupled to an anchoring member (28) to secure the filter to the 
inner wall of the vessel. The filter also contains a plurality of filter tubes (26) with an 
inner lumen that receives the support members (see Figures 4-6). The filter tubes are 
joined at one end by a hub (see Figure 8, Ref. Numeral 38). However, Ravenscroft 
reference does not disclose a retrieval means for retrieving the filter. Attention is drawn 
to Suon reference, which teaches the expandable filter may be retrieved using a 
retrieval device (see figure 6) to allow the filter to be removed and/or repositioned if 
desired. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include a retrieval device, as taught by Suon reference, 
with the filter of Ravenscroft reference, to allow the filter to be removed and/or 
repositioned if desired. The retrieval device of Suon reference has a tubular inner 
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member (51), a tubular middle member (60) that is capable of engaging the hub, and an 
outer sheath (40) for encapsulating the filter. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 9 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ravenscroft et al. (6,007,558) in view of Suon et al. (6,342,062) 
and Whitcher et al. (6,273,901). The combination of Ravenscroft and Suon references 
does not disclose the filter further comprising a landing pad secured to the free end of 
each filter tube. Attention is drawn to Whitcher reference, which teaches a landing pad 
(see Figure 8, Ref. Numeral 42A) may be used at the free end of a filter to spread the 
force applied at the tips of the filter over a greater area, thereby reducing the pressure 
on the contact or grasping points. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to attach the landing pads of 
Whitcher reference to the filter tubes of the combination of Ravenscroft and Suon 
references to allow the hook (28) of the support member to pass through to spread the 
force applied at the tips of the filter over a greater area, thereby reducing the pressure 
on the contact or grasping points. Further, one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized the need to secure the pads to the tubes and not the legs to still allow the 
Ravenscroft reference to function as intended (i.e. allowing the legs to be retracted and 
moveable to and through the filter tubes). If this were not the case, when the legs of 
Ravenscroft are retracted into the tubes, the pads would simply be loose in the vessel, 
and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized the need to avoid this 
situation. 
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4. Claims 24 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ravenscroft et al. (6,007,558) in view of Suon et al. (6,342,062) as applied to 
claims 16 and 35 above, and further in view of Hebert et al. (6,482,221). The 

combination of Ravenscroft and Suon references does not disclose the inner member of 
the retrieval device of Suon reference comprises a braided tubular member. Attention is 
drawn to Hebert reference, which teaches a tubular member is made of a braided 
material (see Column 8, Lines 55-56) to provide varying flexibility to the device. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to make the inner member of the retrieval device of Suon reference 
with a braided material, as taught by Hebert reference, to provide varying flexibility to 
the device. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 18 March 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant argues Suon presents the same problems as previously 
cited art to Ostrovsky. However, Examiner disagrees, as Ostrovsky was withdrawn 
because it lacked a "tubular" inner member. It is the Examiner's position that the tubular 
element (60) of Suon is capable of engaging the hub (38) of Ravenscroft in the 
proposed combination. For example, the inner surface of the tubular member (60) 
could engage an outer edge of hub 38. Structure 40 of Ravenscroft would not prevent 
this from happening because they are the same diameter as the hub, and thereby the 
inner surface of the tubular member could lie flush against the outer surface of the hub 
38 and structure 40. 
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6. Further, it is the Examiners position that the tubular member (50) is capable of 
compressing axially (therefore radially expanding) at least a minimal distance when 
longitudinal force is applied to it. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

8. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan J. Severson whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 3142. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30-5:00. 

1 0. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anhtuan Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-4963. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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1 1 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/R. J. SJ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3731 
6/18/09 



/Anhtuan T. Nguyen/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3731 
6/18/09 



